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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 22-50 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
incomplete for omitting an essential element, such omission amounting to a gap 
between the elements. See MPEP § 2172.01 . The omitted element is: "said client for 
re-constructing, said portion of said source image for display at said client with said 
transform data." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

5. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 01 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Claims 33 and 34 are drawn to a 
functional descriptive material NOT claimed as residing on a computer readable 
medium. MPEP 2106.IV.B.1(a) (Functional Descriptive Material) states: 
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"Data structures not claimed as embodied in a computer readable medium are 
descriptive material per se and are not statutory because they are not capable of 
causing functional change in the computer." 

"Such claimed data structures do not define any structural or functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention 
which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized." 

Claims 33 and 34, while defining a computer program, do not define a "computer 

readable medium" and are thus non-statutory for that reason. A computer program can 

range from paper on which the program is written, to a program simply contemplated 

and memorized by a person. The examiner suggests amending the claims to embody 

the program on "computer readable medium" in order to make the claims statutory. 

"In contrast, a claimed computer readable medium encoded with the data 
structure defines structural and functional interrelationships between the data 
structure and the computer software and hardware components which permit the 
data structure's functionality to be realized, and is thus statutory." MPEP 
2106.IV.B1)(a). 



Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 22-30 and 35-50 are allowed. 



7. Claim 32 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: 
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Regarding claims 22, 23, 35, 41, and 42, the prior art, taken either singly or in 
combination, does not teach: 

- transforming source data... corresponding to said level. 

Regarding claims 24-28 and 36-40, since these claims depend upon claims 23 
and 35, respectively, they are also allowable for the same reason. 

Regarding claim 29, the prior art, taken either singly or in combination, does not 

teach: 

- server for storing source data... at a resolution corresponding to said level. 
Regarding claim 30, since this claim depends upon claim 29, it is also allowable 

for the same reason. 

Regarding claim 43, the prior art, taken either singly or in combination, does not 

teach: 

- transforming multi-component resource... corresponding to said level; 
requesting, from a client to a server,... multi-component source data. 

Regarding claims 44-46, since these claims depend upon claim 43, they are also 
allowable for the same reason. 

Regarding claim 47, the prior art, taken either singly or in combination, does not 

teach: 

- transforming multi-component source data... corresponding to said level; 
requesting, from a client to a server,... multi-component source data. 

Regarding claims 48-50, since these claims depend upon claim 47, they are also 
allowable for the same reason. 



Application/Control Number: 10/806,746 
Art Unit: 2624 



Page 5 



Contact Information 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ANH H. DO whose telephone number is 571-272-7433. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4-9. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW BELLA can be reached on 571-272-7778. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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